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Human intrasexual competition sex difference
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Abstract: Intrasexual competition is commonly defined as strategies employed to compete with same-sex rivals for mates,

serving as a significant research subject in evolutionary psychology. From an evolutionary psychology perspective, this article

provides a detailed analysis of the distinct intrasexual competitive processes and strategies between males and females, and

further explores the situational specificity and associated risks of these competitive strategies. Finally, it posits that future

research should focus on the decision-making mechanisms underlying competitive strategies and their extended applications

in non-mating domains, thereby deepening the understanding of the evolution of human social behavior.
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